88                 THE CRITIQUE OF PURE REASON
This, however, is an error since the object of my internal conscious-
ness is always a series of acts1 and never the true subject whose
acts they are. The latter is as much hidden from my inspection as
are the things in themselves which appear to my Senses as objects
in space outside me.
TRANSCENDENTAL LOGIC (B 74-6 732)
Transcendental Analytic (B 89-6 349)
[How is pure physics possible ?]
The aim of the Aesthetic was to demonstrate that the axioms
of arithmetic and geometry are really valid of the phenomenal
world of our experience. The Analytic is designed to perform the
same service for physics. The method adopted is in principle that
of the Aesthetic, but in view of the complexity of the subject the
proof is more elaborate and includes steps which in the Aesthetic
had been omitted as obvious. Essentially it consists of four stages:
1.  Demonstration that, just as sensibility has its proper forms
of space and time which it imposes on matter presented to it,
so thought or understanding has forms peculiar to it, namely
the pure concepts of the understanding. These are discovered
and enumerated in the Metaphysical Deduction. B 91-6116.
2.  The demonstration that these f6rms of thought, like the
forms of sense, are necessarily valid of objects.   TransA
cendental Deduction, B 117-6 175.
3.  The explanation of how these pure concepts can be employed
by the imagination so as to give rise to the fundamental
axioms of physics.   Transcendental Schematism,   B 176-
B 188.
4.  The enumeration: of these axioms and the demonstration that
they are necessarily valid of all phenomena.   Analytic of
Principles. B i88-B 295.
To this is added a section on the critical distinction between
phenomena and things in themselves, B 295-6 315, and a criticism
of the metaphysic of Leibniz and Wolff, B 316-6 349. It is impor-
tant to remember this programme since it is common to regard
Kant's purpose as having been much less complex than it actually
was, with the result that much of. his argument seems to be only
repetitive. Had he merely wished to refute Hume's view that we
1 See below, p. 155.